
AUGUSTINE ED  ATION
f SOMEQUDISPUTATAEFK REVISITED

Augustine 1CW of predestinatıon both much discussed and
much debated! Here it 19(0)1 intention present complete SUT-

VCY of Augustine development and ‘fınal ” regardıng PIC-
destinatiıon hıs somethıng } B SyStematıc theologıans ave one
repeatedly good example of the latter Kraus Vorherbestim-
MUNS Tradtionelle Prädestinationslehre Licht gegenwartıger heo-
ogle (Okumenıische Forschungen I1{ Soteri0logische Abteilung
Vorherbestimmung) reıburg, ase Vıenna Recent works
Augustine ideas Ou and predestinatıon en ack refer-
OC Kraus book> ÖOthers IC do ention 1T the
bibliography“ en faıl DAaYy approprıiate attention 1{8 1fs 11Ualces

Presentation of Kraus posiıtion
Kraus presentation Dy tandard V coherent

1rmly grounde SCI10US readıng of both Augustine and the SCC-

ondary hlıterature Kraus emphasızes that the De liıhero arbitrio G0d
presented OÖONC who o€es NOTt COCICC human beings? and that DVn
the Expositio quarumdam PFropostionum Epistula ad Romanos

0€Ss NOTt Overrıide free will® Human beings IOCEGIVE
result of the indwellıng of the Holy Spırıt It through the Spirıt that
(G10d love 15 cCOomMuUNıCaAted them OWEeVer DEISCVCIANCEC the

Ihe lıterature thıs abundant: SCC, L JODICE, egge Fazıia 1
Agostino, apels, IS URNS, The Development of Augustine’ Octrıne of

Operative (Gırace (Etudes augustinıennes), Parıs, 1980: ÖGLIARI, (Grratia el Certa-
en The Relationship hetween (Grace and ree ıll the Discussion of Augustine
ıth the SO called Semipelagians 69) Leuven 2004 (wıth HNDICSSIVC
bıblıography)

Thıs ı NOL 5Sd y that Kraus’ study 1 above crıt1que. ( Infra.
See. g, -M HOMBERT, Gloria graltide. Se glorifier Dieu, et fın de

la theologie augustinienne de la (21 (Collection des Etudes Augustiniennes. Serie
Antıquite, 148), Parıs, 996 Also note that there 1 reference the book of Kraus

the otherwıse VE exhaustive bıbliography 1 the Revue des Etudes Augustiniennes.
dee, M.J ‚ANGE VAN RAVENSWAAY, Augustinus OsSslter. Das

Augustinverständnis heı Johannes C’alvın (Forschungen ZUT Kırchen- und Dog-
mengeschichte 45) Göttingen 99) OSSL. Intellectus (Gratiae Die erkenntnis-
theoretische und hermeneutische Dımension der (Gnadenlehre Augustins Von 1DDO
(Supplements Vıgıilıae Christianae 38) Leiıden New ork Köln 99’/

KRAUS Vorherbestimmung,
(F Expositio 35 2078
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faıth 15 task specıfically reserved for the human yB Consequently,
eternal ıfe 1S receı1ved merit. On thıs evel,; Kraus spe: of “be
dingte Prädestination dıe bedingt ist Urc dıie vorausgehenden
menslıchen Verdienste  ”7. He also that, after the adıcal change
In Sımplicianum -  , Augustine “unbedingte
Prädestinatıon , “ Vorherbestimmung, cdıe Uurc reinen Beschluss
Gottes, völlıg unabhängıng VO  — menschlıchen Wollen und J1un,
geschieht  „8 TOomM Sımplicianum Onwards, accordıng Kraus,
Augustine OrltTe1lte: AIl y meanıngful Concept of the reedom of the
human ll Human meriı1ts longer play important role in the
PTOCCSS of salvatıon and sanctıfıcatıon. Election 15 ase: soley upON

plan? Girace 15 needed In order 18 belıeve., In order lıve
g00d lıfe, In order PEISCVETIC. ıthout9 “richtet der mensch-
lıche nıchts aus  „10. hıs 15 ırresistıble, absolutely STA-
tu1tous, absolutely efficacı10us. am s fall resulted in the condemna-
t1on of all human beings. All belong the damnata, the
peccatı. 1S only because of that Jlected from
Out of thıs mass‘!!. Augustine dıd NOT consıder thıs electıon d unjust

dS the result of arbıtrarıness. W dads sımply somethıng
“incomprehenstibile” (cf. Rom 133) egardıng the AaADSOlutfe SIdA-
uılty of thıs gift, Kraus emphasızes that Augustine surrendered the
ast of posıtıve, human capabılıty do the g00d in favour
of absolutely unınhıbıted and absolutely pr10Tr dıvıne actıvıty.
though, formal evel, the free ıll INa Yy be sa1d continue
exI1ist, In Kraus’ VIEW, it 18 be 99(0) 8° of vres Inanis’. All 1S

KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 3()-31
DRECOLL, Die Entstehung der (ınadenlehre Augustinus (Beıträge ZUT h1is-

torıschen Theologıe, 109), JTübıngen, 1999, although he Was a(0)1 specıfically g..
ıng Kraus’ posıtion, argued convıncıng!y that Sımplicianum I’ should nNnOTt be SCCI1

"rupture ” departure irom Augustine’s prevıously developed doectrine of
, c1. 218-250; 358-359

KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 1, ıth reference 5Sımplicanum 1.2:6.
CCSL 44, 31

KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, (wıth INanı references Sımplicianum).
11 KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 3 ıth references Simplicianum LEL

CN 44’ 4 ® De praedestinatione SaNcCLoOorum 6, 1! 44, 969:; 6:14, 8150 44,
Yil: 20,41, 44, 989-990; De dono perseverantıiae 5,16, 45, 1002:; S17
4 9 1003: 9,25. 45, 5-1 191,.25% 43, 12:28: 449 1009-
010 ROSSI, termıne “Praedestinatio ” Ira 17 420-435 linea agostinıana
dei ““ Salvatı" quella dı ‘“ Salvatı dannatı” , in Augustinianum 28 (1985) DFa

much INOTE nuanced 1e6W
KRAUS. Vorherbestimmung,
KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 30: references De dono perseverantıae

1335 45, 1013: De gratia ef lıhero arbıtrıo 16.32: 449 Y00-901:; 14L33,
44, 901
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attrıbuted (G0d the Nı um fidei's the gıft of perseverance!> and
the absolute of predestination® Predestination S1Tuate
(G0d eternal foreknowledge*’ hıs clearly demonstrate that
Sma. of chılaren baptızed ıle others because they
ICINaln unbaptızed AIic eternally lost!® JUust ıf also i1ll1ustrate
the ıfe and PasSsSıoN of Christ!? hI1s predestinatıon infallıble and
1TTresSISTi ıf 15 unerschütterliche Sicherheit’’20 Kraus spe thıs
Casec of complete determınatıon of human eiIngs lıves and des-
tinies?! of NECESSILY fo cin<? realısed by (G0od and thıs both the
eve of inclhinatıon and the eve of realisation“® hıs predestina-
u10n 15 further characterızed by 1fs partıcularıty Augustine spe. of
fixed number of remnant of the saved COMPANMSO: the almost
numberless number of the condemned hıs forces hım
I11ım (ef Infra) such WaY that the 15 understood IO refer
only 18 the predestined He PayS especı1al attention the vult (1
God 111 desire)“* hıs due the fact that the fall
1bt dem Menschen nıchts utes mehr keıinerle1 Ta und keıiner-
le1 Verdienst  922325 Because of the fall and 1fs effects (especılally that of
both physıca. and spırıtua ea IC for Augustine Was COIN-

pletely Just Judgment) salvatıon 15 only poss1ıble Dy (God
through the UN1QUC redeemer and mediator Jesus TIS hıs salva-
Ll10N NOT for all but for some?26

hıs predestinatıon 15 MYSTETY and free 11l both
subjected G0od aDsolute sovereignty“’ Augustine therefore SuS-

See De praedestinatione SANCLILOTrUM 16 9/2 11 Y/6
De ONO perseverantıae 1333, 45, JO12: 79 3, 45 1002
De gratia el lihbero arbıitrio 67 1 C) 44, XO()-891:; De dono perseverantıae

8,20; 43, 1004:; 77 1 E 45, 1001: 2R5 $ 4 E 026-027
UT De dono perseveranlıae 956’ 45, 1028: De praedestinatione SANCLO-

rUum 9’74 V/5
De dono perseveranltıae 11 1007 008 De praedestinatione UNC-

Orum DA 44 0777
De dono perseveranltıae 67 033 034
RAUS Vorherbestimmung, 3° references De Correphone el graliia 20-

z CL 9} 241 COCSEL 234 De praedestinatione SancLorum
'T, 44 085 086 De dono perseverantiae 41 PL 44 1018 019 18

1022 033
21 De gratiia el liıhero arbıtrıio 41 906 907 De praedestinatione UNC.-

Orum 41 YO()
De graiid el lihero arbıtrıo 41 906 D4 47 907
Wıth reference De gratia el lıhero arbıtrio 74 449 906
RAUS, Vorherbestimmung, (wıth INanYy references).
Wıth reference De ONO perseveranltıae 77 I3 44, 001
KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 40-41
De ONO perseveranlıae 11 9259 44, 1007; 1 E3 E 44, 1012
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that sometı1mes ıt m1g be WIse 197011 speak about ıt oOse
who Cannot understand 1t28

In h1ıs conclusıon, Kraus 1Irs SUMS the posıtıve elements of
Augustine s thınkıng predestinatıon. It 1s valuable critique of
uman prıde, contrıbutes the growth of humuilıty, g1ves all the
praise and honour {O God, and ea red1scovery of the bıblical
emphasıs On the negatıve sıde, Kraus es elements such

the loss of the TrTeedom of the wiıll, the neCessitas peccandı,
eXCcessIVe emphasıs the ırresistable 9 the complete passıvıty
of uman beings, the partıcularıty of salvatıon and the incorrect read-
ıng and applıcatıon of Paul According Kraus, In thıs, Augustine

ave left the realm of eXeZgESIS and has begun SCnp-
fure IMNeTIEC fodder for speculation“?.

pace o0€es not perm1 further etfaıle: interaction ıth Kraus’
1eW However, in hat follows, intend 18 iıllustrate that the realıty
of certaın ambıvalence In Augustine must be taken in to aCCOuntT ıf

{O do Justice all the 1NUaAaNCECS of the bıshop of Hıppo  S thınk-
Ing In er woOords, ll C sShow that merely systematıc
temapproac tends sımplıfy the otherwise complex “ Augustinian 5y S-

Preliminary remarks

In opposıtıon hat 1s Often sa1d>®, the doctrine of predestina-
t1on such dıd NOoTt play mportant role In Augustine’s antı-Pela-
g1an OCUVIC Note, for example, the followıng locı where Augustine
SCS the te

In De DecCCatorum merı1ıtis el FemMLSSLONE 126°} Augustine dıs-
CUSSECS the question of why human being lıves sınlessiy. Sımply
DUuL, thıs 1Ss because they do NO genumely desıre to>2 Indeed, they do
NOTt want do hat 15 rıght, eıther because they do nNnOoTt know hat ıt
15 because they do NOT fınd it attractive>. Ihe VICEeS of 1gnNorance

Ihiıdem
RAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 44{1
See KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung, 2 E} YGREN, Das Prädestinationspro-hlem INn der I heologie Augustins 12) und Göttingen, 1956,31 BA 6 9 08-99
De peccatorum merıtLs el FeEmMLSSLONE 11,26, CSEL 60, ““Quia homiınes

nolunt.
37 De pDeCCatlorum meri1tis el FemLSSLIONeE 11,26, SEL 6 E 0® ° Nolunt homines

facere quod 1lustum esLT, SIve qula latet 1lustum SIif S1ve quı1a NON delectat. ”
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and weakness nvoked in order explaın why human beings do
noTt ll hat they should ıll However, ıth the help of
’ people become able 18 do hat they should do Augustine
adds ıf they do not want do ıt, ıt 15 eIr au NOoTtS for they
WeIC predestine eıther be amne: because of theır sınful prıde

ave that SaJmInle prıde Judged and corrected, ıf they dIcCc chıldren of
mercy””**, Here, ıt WOU SCCIHN that predestinatıon condemnatıon 1S
ase‘ UuDON person’’s OW sınful prıde, NOTLt uDON an Yy predetermined
Judgment made ın eternity past

De DeCcCCatorum merIi1tis el FemMLSSLONE 1,47°°, ugustine under-
Iınes the fact that oug Adam SIN ntered the WOT and 0Ug it
ea and that ea Was passed al] uman beings (Rom 5:42)
As CONSCYUCHNCC, uman beings, long d they subject carnal
generatıon and lıve In thıs corruptible WOT. cannot be called
absolutely sınless, ap from Hrıst, who reconcıles Creator and CI
atıon through the forg1veness of SINS. hrıst 1ll deny hıs SIACC

0OSse he predestined Der Certissımam praescientiam el IUSELSSIMAM
beneficentiam for etern.: life>®. Here, it 1S evıdent that predestinatıon 15
elated 118 foreknowledge and the underserved kındness of the Savl1our.
One NOT speak ere of "unbedingte Prädestination  „3’].

Ihe lınk foreknowledge-predestination 1S ISO present in De
Spirıtu el ıttera 578 10 lıve gz00d ıfe 15 gıft of (Giod Thıs 15 Irue
NOl only because (G0d SaVC uman beings free wiıll, wıthout IC
OIlC lıves eıther g00d bad ıfe posıtıon ugustine aban-
doned ıf there 1S free wıll, ere be meanıngful talk of
ethıcs. We know that Go0od DaVC genumely free ll both because
he DSaVC the law In order sShow how lıve and because he
has poured Ouf hıs love into the hearts of ose (Rom 3:5) he oreknew
through the Holy Dırı in order that he m1g predestine them??. He

De DeCCalorum meriıtis el FemLSSLONE 11,26, CSEL 6 E 99 “Qua grace) ut
1ON adıuventur, In 1PS1S ıtıdem eST, NON In Deo, S1ve damnandı praedestinatı
Sunt propter inıquıtatem superbiae S1ve Con{ira 1psam SUuamn superbıiam 1udıcandı el
erudıendi, S1 fılı Sunt miser1icordiae. ”

CSEL 60, XN
De peccatorum meriıtiıs el remLSSLiONeE 11,4 7, CSEL 60, 118 “ Idem 1pse

dominus noster hanc SU am medellam nullıs generI1s humanı tempor1ıbus ante ultımum
futurum adhuc 1udic1um denegavıt e1S, QUOS DCI certissımam praescientiam ei 1ust1s-
sSımam beneficentiam regnaturos In vıtam praedestinavıt aeternam. “

Also in De peccatorum meriıtis el remLSsSsLiONe 132 CSEL 6 E} and 11.43.
CSEL 60, 114 the ord ““praedestinatı ” 15 used, but agaın, there 18 further
development of the ıdea.

C SE 6 C} 159
A LA ONNARDIERE, Le verselt paulinien Rom VO dans I’euvre de Saınt

Augustin, In AÄU2ustinus Magıster II, arls, 1954, 657-665
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predestined them In order that he m1g call them; he called them In
order that he m1g Justify them, and he Justiıfiıed them in order that he
m1g glorıfy them (Rom’

nearly-ıdentica IN of Rom also OCCUTS ıIn De SpLrItu
el ıttera 24:40* and In De NALUFra el gratia 5,542 In the latter text,
Augustine that salvatıon hrough hrıs alone and NOoTt

the basıs of OUT merits. Therefore, OMNC only thank God for hıs
SINCEe he SeTts free only those he sef free. Indeed, In hıs

Justice, he COU ave condemned all Predestination 1S also Iınked
foreknowledge In thıs PaASSascC, but, al least here: Augustine offers hıt-
tle Commentary how the [WO together“”. When Augustine INECN-
t10Ns that people Aare predestine ad interıtum, the Onftfext makes clear
that thıs happens the basıs of foreknowledge“**.

In Contra UAS epistulas pelagianorum 1L22®; Augustine 1S
paraphrasıng Rom ın order challenge Julıan posıtıon that
the Z00d 11l intention be present in uman beings SINeE dıu-
foOr10 DeL and that human beings therefore worthy of
When Augustine states that OSsSe who ave een elected, ave een
elected nNte Constıiıtutiıonem mundı, thıs 1s i1llustrate: ıth the STOTY of
aCo and Esaü (Rom 9,11-13), 1S exegetically ase: the multı
vocatl, Daucı electi idea of Mt 20,16 and, in far the propositum
1S concerned, 1S supported by reference Tım 1,8-10%

De Spirıtu el ittera 599 OSEL 6 E 159 “Quiı1a PCI Spırıtum SancLium dıf-
fundıt carıtatem In cordıbus ‚OTUM qUOS praescıvıt ut praedestinaret, praedestinavıt ut
vocarel, VOCaVIıt ut lustiıficaret, lustificavıt ut glorıficaret. ”

( NT 6 E 193-194
GSEL 60, 2236
Sımilar interpretations be found ın De perfectione Iustitiae homintıs 133l

SEL 4 C} 3 E 20,43, OAYS 4 E 46; De gestLS Pelagıl Sal COA 42, 58-59
(1n thıs CaASC, those who 111 NO be saved, } because hey ..  se idoneos ad
1DSOS regendos putant praefident1 Cervıce proprıae voluntatıs ıllum dedıgnatur
habere rectorem. ” oth De gestLs Pelagıl 17,41, CSEL 42, 0’7 and 35,64, GCSEL 4 $

119 dIC discussing the COITECT meanıng of sStatement of Pelagıus, but do 1910)1 COIN-
trıbute better understandıng of Augustine s OW) reflections predestinatıon.

De perfectione Lustitiae hominıs 1335 CSEL 4 ‚9 “In SCNCIC
homınum, quod praedestinatum est ad interitum. Super hos Nnım respexIıt De1 PTaCc-
sc1entia protulıtque sententiam. ”

CSEL 60, 483-484
‚\UMKELLER, “ Propositum ' INn seinem spezifisch christlichen Un theo-

logischen Verständnis hei Augustinus, in Homo Spirıtalis. Festgabe für Verheijen
seinem (reburtstag. Herausgegeben VO  _ MAYER, unter Miıtwirkung VO|  —

(’HELIUS (Cassıclacum, 38), Würzburg, 1987, 295-310; for excellent study
thıs topıc such, SCC RING, “ Electio” INn der Gnadenlehre Augustins, In
ZUMKELLER RUEMMEL. S ITradıtio Augustiniana. Studıen her Augusti-

ANUS Un SeINE Rezeption. Festgabe für illieis Eckermann OSA ZU| Geburtstag
(CassıcC1aCcum, 46), Würzburg, 1994, 390-/79
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Ihe Samıe Imprec1s10n V1S-Ä-VIS the doctrine of predestinatıon
1S, ıth ONMNC eXception, also present In Contra Iulianum: only those
who ave rece1ved the spırıt of (10d and who know hat they ave
rece1ved from God, belong the number of the predestined“”.

The aforementioned exception 15 found In C’ontra Iulıanum
Commenting reference Julıan makes Rom Z UuguUS-

tine ADTCCS that goodness eal {O repentance, but, he adds, (J0d
0€eSs only for those he predestined. Ihrough hıs patıence he allows
10011 for repentance, SINCE he Oes NOT want aNYONC per1s Those
who elected, called accordıng hıs plan Quoting serl1es of
Scriptural CXTS; ugustine concludes that ese people chosen elec-
tiıonem gratiae”?, Those, who lected and predestined, CVCN oOse
qul pessıiımam duxerunt vıtam, all NOT dıe, for God sShows them and
eIr brothers the depth of the evıl from 5764 alone Ssei them
free through the ONEC mediator, hrıst. Ihen, Augustine adds, OSse who

19(0)1 elected, born ad utılıtatem of the elecet, for G0d 0€eSs NOT CIC-
ate aMl yONC eıther wıthout PUTDOSC by chance, Just 15 he NOT 12NO0-
rant of the g00d he all produce from them>©. He ımmediately adds that
ese people because of the hardness of e1lIr unrepentant hearts, ore

for themselves ANSCI for the day of wrath, the day upOonN C all
repaıd accordıng {O theır works. Augustine Iso TESSES the Impor-

tance of PTrayer: DTIaYy In order 10 be saved, in order invoke
Finally, he sStates that G0d o0€eSs NO make OUT W1 evıl, but he

makes UuUse of them precisely he wills>!. These 1UanNces make clear
that ONEC cCannot derıve “Dure predestination ”’-line from thıs pAaSSagcC.

In hIis 1na and MOSstT extensıive work agaınst the elagıans, the
Opus ımperfectum CONIra Iulianum, there 1s only OIlC reference 18 PIC-destination°2.

ÖOften, Tım Z °° Deus INNES homınes vult salvos Nnerl, ef ad
agnıtıonem verıtatis venıte , 1S nvoked Dy both ullan and modern COIMN-
mentators as argument agaınst Augustine’s predestination doctrine>.

Contra Iulianum 1V,16, 44, 745
48 44., 791-792

Quoted ATe etr. 3,9; 1ım 210 Rom ,8'3 s Mt 2244 1ım 198_ 8
Eph 1’ E Rom AT SCC C’ontra Iulianum V,14, 447 791-792

C’ontra Iulianum V .14 792
C’ontra Iulianum Y IO 44’ 793 “Qul NO  —_ facıt voluntates malas, sed ut1-

{ur e1s ut voluerit, CU alıquıd In1que velle NON possıt. ”
Opus ımperfectum 1,94, (‚NEL S51} 109

53 HOMBERT, Gloriae gratiae, 315 speaks about Augustine’s eXeges1s of thıs
passage ..  ne peut satısfaıre ”. Wıth regard Augustine’s posıtion about thıs tEXL,
SCC SAGE, La volonte salvifique unıverselle de Dieu dans la pensee de Saınt
Augustin, iın Recherches augustinıennes (1965) 107-131
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In the elagıan CONLTOVETISY, ugustine hımself seldom discussed thıs
text In fact, he employe ıt only three times in all of hıs wrıtings agaılnst
the elagıans: De spirıtu el ıttera 3,5 /-58, De gestLS Pelagıl 24.48 and
C’ontra TIulianum

In De SDLrLEU el ıttera the question of whether the
111 by 1G belheve 18 ıtself gıft of G0od the result of the
free wıll OW actıvıty 1s discussed. If OMNC denıes the fırst posıtıon,
hOow Can he the Paul of Cor 4, *Quı1d enım es quod
NON accepıist1? 1 autem ei accepIstl, quıd glor1arıs quası NONMN

acceperI1s ”. On the er hand, Augustine 1S ell AWAAaTC that Cor
4: Causes problems In An interpretatiıon In IC ONEC COUuU
boast because ONEC has rece1ved the voluntas credendı thanks

9 o1ves unbelievers and SInners CXCUSC for theır prof-
lıgate ate They do nNnOTt beheve because God dıd not g1ve them the

that they requıred (CH Rom 9112 Augustine contends that
both and free ıll AIc involved>®. the Samne time, ıf
beheve because of somethıng inherent ıIn OUuT OW nature, why 0€Ss
nNnOoTt everybody recel1ve thıs 9 SINCE (10d 1S the Creator of all
human beings”? On the er hand, f OUT behef 1S gıft of God, why
15 1t NOTt gıven al] SINCEe in Tım 28 read that God wılls that
al] human beings be saved and COTMNC fo the owledge of the truth?
Augustine TESSES that the free 0 1s gıven the ratıional soul
part of ıts nature, but thıs gift 1S media VIS, 1C 1S able 18 turn
eıther faıth unbDelıe However, Augustine continues, thıs
kınd of free 111 1S NnOoTt the 111 by which OTMC bellıeves. Only the ONEC
who 1S VOCanle Deo EB truly desıres believe>/. Augustine
explaıns Tım Z Dy noting that G0d all human beings be
saved and COMNC 18 the owledge of truth, but nNOT that G0d
deprıves them of free cho1ce: the CONTLrarY, all all be Judged

SEL 60, DD
De Spirıtu el ıttera 335/i CSEL 6 9 235216 “ Respondere POSSIMUS:

SB habemus voluntatem credendl, quam 1910)8! acCcCep1Imus, bı ubı glor1amur, quod
181(0)8! acceperımus, 1 autem dixerıimus et1am hul1usmodiı voluntatem NON NN Nnıs1ı
donum De1, metuendum est, infıdeles Imp11 NOMN immerı1to velutı
luste CXCUSail«c videantur iıdeo 110  - credıdisse, quod dare illıs Deus istam noluıt volun-

On thıs poinnt, De Spırıtu el ittera 335 SE 60, 216 18 VE clear
credimus, ut inpetremus hanc gratiam, S1 utique voluntate credimus. ”

De SpIrIiu el ittera 33:58, CSEL 60, 216 “Quod lıberum .arbıtrıum nNatu-
ralıter adtrıbutum creatore anımae rationalı Jla media VIS eSst; QuaC vel intend1 ad
fıdem vel inclınarı ad infıdelıtatem potest ef ideo 11CC 1istam voluntatem, qua credıt
Deo, dıcı potest homo habere. quam NOMN acceperIit, quando quıdem VOCante Deo SUT-

gıt de lıbero arbıtrıo0, quod naturalıter CU Creare{tur accepIit. ”
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accordıng eır g0o0d bad uUsec of 1t58 Accordıing Augustine
thıs o€es NnOoTt INcan that the 1ll of God defeated people act
agaınst (God ıll and for that ICason they deprıve themselves of the
grea and SUPTCMEC g00d of salvatıon hı1ıs PTITOVCS that they hold
(Go0od contempt”” It 11l be clear hat thıs @ RN ugus-
tine ınterpretation of 11ım OPCH ONC and that 1l 0€es
NOoTL er that SuUuppOrt ng1d doctrine of predestinatıon

De ZesTS Pelagıl 480 1ım quoted of
CXCeErpl taken from letter of James and TI1imasıus that has een inte-
grated Augustine work ere Augustine offers efaıle. COMMM-
mMents regardıng 11ım

More SUDStTanltıa the reference 1ım C’ontra
Iuliıanum Julıan refers thıs cContext 1C he
CT1HC1ZES Augustine 1C W of According Julian ugus-
iine 1CW of neCcessitat that people made g00d I'_.

ily  61 Augustine 0€Ss NOl EXDECL an Yy from the uman 1ll and
therefore hold 3C CONTTradıcCcfts Mt
and YOU 1ll ICCCIVC seek and YOU all fınd knock and the OOT ıll
be opened for yOUu For CVEITYONC who asks CVEIVONC who
seeks 1n and the OOT ll be opened for who knocks?’’62

In uhan 1CW G0d who that all human beings be
saved and COM 18 the owledge of the truth 111 OPCNH the OOT for
ose who knock® In h1ıs ugustine brings the

of the CA1IaAren Obvıously, SOTIIC AIc aptıse: wıthout 1ıll-
INS ıf ose who dAdICcC aptıse AIcC saved ÖOthers NOT aptıse and
hence 1ll nNOTt be saved Why? Augustine 0€Ss nNOoTt know the answer
but makes ıt clear that the followıng three elements arc essentıal
hım all who AIcC saved AIcC saved through hrıs God g00d and
Just (10d 15 almıghty Because of the 1Irs the all 1ım
mMust be interpreted referring al who Justifıed TIS the
Only mediator between (G0d and human beings (ef 1ım 3} The
entral of hrıst Sav10ur compels Augustine accept

De SDIFLEU el ittera 373 58 BA 6() 216 ° Vult autem eus OINNECS
homines fıer1 el agnıl1ıonem verıtalıis VENIITIC NON SIC tamen uft C155 adımat lıberum
arbıtrıum YJUO vel bene vel male utentes 1UsSsLssıme iudiıcentur

Ihidem
(SBE 60, 102

61 T urbantium irg 121. GCENL 8 E 121 * Dicıs et1am ıllud vestrum CONnfTira
Christi gratiam ‚D vobıs inanıter dıctum, quod scılıcet appellatıone gratiae bonos
fıeri homiınes fatalı neCcessitate dıcamus

€ Y Turbantium frg 1272 CS 88 367
63 Turbantium irg 123 (CSE. 36 /
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restrictive readıng of all, for de facto, NOT all ıll be saved, but only
OSse who beheve and PEISCVETIC.,

He further SUppOTTS h1s posıtıon ıth John 6,44 ° None Call
COMNC IN unless the Father who sent draws them,  27 and ıth
John 6,66 ° None Can COIMNC unless ıt has een gıven them
Dy Father Concerning the second element the aX10m that G0d
1S both g00d and Just must lead the following conclusıon: SOTNC
chıladren enter the kıngdom of God by because (10d 15 g00d and
other children do NOT because (G0d 15 just®“

As far Call SCC, Augustine refers hıs work SIm-
plicıanum when debatıng ıth the Pelagıans. In De praedestinatione
SANCLIOTrUM and De ONO perseverantıae, however, he regularly refers

that work In order ShOw the unıty and consistency of hıs pOSI-
t10NsS. hat he consıdered it clear exposıtion of hıs VIEWS 1Ss indıcated
by the fact that Augustine suggested that Hılarıus and Prosper o1ve
thıs book the monks of aul that they canbecome famılıar ıth
Augustine’s position®>.

One must also M1 that the opponents In Hadrumetum and
aul WEIC accused of heresy. They dIC called fratres®® and
CAaAFLSSIML'  67/ who all certamly COTMNNC the TU about predestinatıon
ıf only they 1ll continue walk In the SadJiIlle WaY ..  1ın quod PCI-
venerunt  „68. Augustine explıcıtly acknowledges that they confess
both the doctrine of or1ıgınal SIN and the necessIity of faıth In the ea
of Chriıst for the Justification of the sinner®?. Ihey aATrc NOT called
IAMIMICL gratiae'”. Therefore 18 Taır tO conclude that Augustine s
teachings about predestinatıon Can, al eas for the MOSsT be
educed the works wrıtten eıther al the request of colleague
clarıfiıcatıons for brethren Sımplicianum, De gratia et Iıhbero rbi-
friO; De correptione el gratia, De praedestinatione SANCLOTrUM, and
De ONO perseverantıae.

*. C’ontra Iuliıanum V ,42-406, 44, 760-761
De praedestinatione SancLorum 4,8, 44’ 966 * Nam S1 Curassent, Inven1Ss-

sSsenNtTt i1ıstam quaestionem secundum verıtatem dıyınarum Scrıpturarum solutam In
prımo lıbro duorum, QUOS ad beatae memorI1ae Simplicıianum SCT1pSL. Nısı forte NOMN
COS NOVverunt; quod S1 ıta esT, facıte ut noverınt.

( De gratia el lihbero arbıtrıo K 44, SÖ1: De praedestinatione SANCLIO-
FIA 19, 44, 961

De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrio 4,7’ 44, RXO6
De praedestinatione SancLliorum 177 44, 961
Therefore, Augustine underlines: ‘ Retenta CI SO i1sta In QUaAC pervenerunt,

plurımum C0S Pelagıanorum dıscernunt. ” ; De praedestinatione SancLorum
1’ ' 44, 961

Agaınst KRAUS, Vorherbestimmung,
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Dıd Augustine SIVC the reedom of the ıll in hiıs Semi-
pelaglan oeuvre? /}

One of the i} aSpeCtIs of Augustine accordıng
{O Kraus Was that he surrendered the exX1IistenCce of SCHUMNIC reedom
Not surprisingly, Augustine hıs WTr10NSs the monks of
adrumetum and Marseılle denıies thıs He EG boasts that he NOoTt
the Pelagıans 15 the defensor lıheri arbitrii'* In the beginnıngz of De
2raliid el Ilıhbero arbıtrio, Augustine explıicıtly sStates that OIC of the
intenti10Ns of thıs work agaınst those who SIC gratiam De1l
defendunt ut negent homiınıs ı1berum arbitrium  373 beheve that
Augustine W as 1NCEIC when he made these claıms

In hıs De gralid et libero arbıitrıio Augustine explıcıtly states
that Scripture clearly and explıcıtly PIOVCS the eX1istence of the free
ıll In thıs regar he refers (G0d reqUIr' ements C only
meanıngful ıf human beings Can realıse them and Dy oIng Call
TIOGELVG reward God do NOL make ıf there free
ıll that Call fulfıl them order FELEGLIVE the promised rewards’*
Human S1115 AdIiCc clear evidence of the exXıstence of the free will”
Augustine concludes hıs defence of the eX1istencCce of the free ll ıth
[WO asSsserth10nNns CeMNM ef nO. voluntatıs est  2270 and
“ demper est nobıs voluntas lıbera sed NON SCINPDCI est
bona  23377 For Augustine It SOCS wıthout SaYINS that ıll whenever

111 and that the ° bene vivendum and TeCTE agendum belongs
OUT free ıll but that God such WdYy 1iNSUIC

RIST, Augustine ree Will and Predestination, Journal of I heolog-
cal tudıies (1969) A44 7

See CSD Opus imperfectum ML,219. C SEL 8I, K, 505 “Me 810)8! SSC hıber1
arbıtrı1 negatorem, sed DOUUS defensorem De1l ogratia confitendo ; cfi. also.,
De Correptione el graliia SEL 238 secundum gratiam Del NON COIMN-
ira Cal 1ıbertas defenditur voluntatıs Voluntas QUIDDC humana 1910)8! hlıbertate UNSC-

quıtur gratiam sed gratia pOot1us lıbertatem
De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıo 88 ] * Sed UONLAN SUnNtT quıdem UUl

SIC gratiam De1l defendunt uft negent homınıs lıberum arbıtrıum aut quando gratia
defenditur exX1istiment lıberum arbıtrıum

De graliia et lıhbero arbıtrio 882 “Quomodo autem revelaverıt
COINMECINOTO VOS 1OMN humano eloqu10, sed dıyıno Primum U1a 1DSd dıvına Prac-

homını NON prodessent 1115851 haberet ıberum voluntatıs arbıtrıum qUO
facıens ad 3008 PTaCIMMA

2° See also 883 884 (wıth INa y
references the (ld and New Testament)

the conclusıon at the end of De gratia et lıhero arbıtrıo 21 88R
“Kcce aperussıme Vvidemus CADICSSUMI lıberum humanae voluntatıs arbıtrıum

Bır De gratiia el liıhbero arbıtrıo 88
De gratia el Ilıhero arbıtrıo 31 RIO
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that h1ıs electi ıll the g00d/8, W henever do the g00d, ıt 1 really
who do ıt, but ıt 15 G0od who works in in such WaY that do

ıt ““praebendo VITreES efficacissımas  „79. In er words, In Augustine s
VIEW, indıyvıdual’'s mer1ıtor10us actıvıties and rece1ved
hand in han: Even in CONTEXTS where Augustine sStates that PTC-
vaıls, he immediıately adds that the free 1ll STl ex1ists®. in confess
and belıeve that (G0d operates in OUT ea 0€Ss 1a(011 ead Augustine

denıal of the normal experlence of the belhevers that they indeed
wıllıng belleve and lıve accordıng the requırements of faith®l
Indeed, when talkıng ou the STOTY of the Philıiıstines and rabs,
Augustine that the ord inspıred them COMEC Israel, but
al the Samıe time he 1S cConvınced that they Cainc thıs and because
they themselves wanted to CO

Acting under the influence of IS not contrary to
oing hat ONeEe wantfts do

18 fascınatıng SCC that Augustine repeatedly claıms that
actıng accordıng ll 15 NOoTt necessarıly opposed actıng
accordıng the natural 11l of the human eing Grace and free ıll
AiIC 8(8)1 antıithetical®>: belıevers, al eas SOTNC of the tiıme, do hat
G0d Wants them do and they AIC, al the Samne tıme, mMmoOost williıng
do S 084 Indeed, such WaY of lıvıng 111 ead eternal reward,
but VM that reward 15 the result of help and grace®. We VCI-

De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 1632 44? 900 *Certum est 1OS velle, CU)

volumus; sed ılle facıt ut velımus bonum...”
CI De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 16,32, 4 5 900-901

De gratia el lihero arbıtrio I2 44, 899
x 1 De gratia el lıbero arbıtrıo 20,41, 44’ 905.”Satıs dısputasse arbıtror

adversus  SN  „ COS quı gratiam De1 vehementer Ooppugnant, qua voluntas humana NON tollı-
{ur87 63 De gratia el lihbero arbıtriıo 24A2 44, 907

De gratia ef lıhero arbhıtrıo 21.,42. 447 907-908% ..  1MoO0 utlrumque CIUM est,
qula SUua uoluntate uenerun(t, el amen spırıtum OTUM domınus suscıtault. ” See, in
thıs regard, DJUTH, StOoicısm and Augustine s Octrıne of Human Freedom after
396 In SCHNAUBELT VAN LETEREN SAugustine: Second Founder of the
Faıth (Collectanea Augustiniana, 1 9 New- York-Frankfurt Maın-Parıs, 1990,

358 /-401
De gratia el lıhero arbıtrio 29 $ 44, 884 “ Neque C! alıquıd secundum

Deum Operatur, alıenet hoc propria uoluntate. ”
85 De gratia el lihero arbıtrıo 49$ 447 885 . ut ad ultam p1am ei bonam

conuersatıonem, CUul INECICCS aeterna debetur, adıutor10 ei gratiae De1 locus NON relhin-
quatur e
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COMNC SIN thanks 9 but, Augustine adds, it 18
whıich elps the free wil18©. Grace Call be gıven accordıng OUT

merits®”. It 1S irue that STACC takes the ead in the PTOCCSS of cConversion
the faıth and that of the guldıng of the behlhıever in Christian lıv-

ing88, but, and thıs be the cruc1a|l point, 0€eSs in such
WaY that uman beings Sub gratia love, al least SOTIIC of the time, the

pursult of obedience. Augustine, speakıng Oou the Spirıt's actıvıty,
SCS verbs such “ accendıiıtur ” ıth respect the ıll in order
make clear that, thanks the Spirıt’s actıvıty, uman beings Can be
made be genumnely wiıllıng do hat (G0d them 59

Of COUTSC, ıt mMust be admıtted and thıs 15 probably ONEC of the
TCasOoNs why people somet1mes claım that the ° late  27 Augustine has
abandoned whatever real and meanıngfTul belıef in the reedom of the
ıll that he had HCcE held that free ll o€es 1a(011 play mportant
role in De praedestinatione SANCLOTrUM OT De ONO perseverantıae.
hıs Can al eas partly be explaıned by the hıstorıical cContext of oOse
works. On the er hand and In De praedestinatione SANCLIOrumM
thıs pomt 1S exphcıtly stated in Context where Augustine 15 explaın-
ıng that he had m1ıssed the pomt in hıs Expositio that belıeve and

aCT belong OUT free 1ll and al the SaIillec time gıven by the
Spirıt of al and charıty He adds, that (G0d OUT ll TOV
035 LAXX) but both belıeve and act utrumque NnOostrum (sunt)
qulia 1910)8| fıt 1851 volentibus nobis  ”90. In er words, the psychologı1-
cal experlence of $SI remaıns real, al eas the level of 1Ve:
experlence. hat G0od PIrCDAaICSs the all of the elect o0€eSs not automat-

ically 19019 that the * credere vel NOMN credere” cshould 1a(011 belong
the human beings’ free will?!.

De ONO perseverantıae, the emphasıs PIaycI 1ll
thıs pomt later for the non-belevers and for the faıthful proves that

the 11l 15 ST1 able be changed. eanwhıle, it mMust be stressed that

De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıo 4’9 44’ RT “Ergo el ulctorli1a qua
ulncıtur, nıhıl alıud est QqUamı donum Deıl, In sSto certamıne adıuuantIis lıberum arbı-
trıum  97

De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıo 5153 447 A049) ° Hıs el talıbus testimonus diu1-
N1ISs probatur, gratiam De1l 1910)81 secundum merıta NnOstra darı quandoquıdem NON

solum nullıs bon1s, CIUM et1am multıs meri1t1is malıs praecedentibus uldemus datam.,
efi quotidie darı uldemus. ”

De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 6:13, 447 R89-990)
See, De correptione el gratia 12,38: CSEL 92, 266
C De praedestinatione SancLorum Z 44’ 965
De praedestinatione SancLorum .10 44, 968 Non quı1a credere vel 1NOMN

credere ‚970)01 est In arbıtrıo voluntatıs humanae, sed In electis praeparatur voluntas
domiıno. Ideo ad 1psam qUOQUC fıdem, UJUaC ıIn voluntate est, pertinet, qu1s nNnım te
dıscernıit.
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Augustine be ıtated when he reads: ..  oluntate SUa qu1sque
deserıt Deum, ut merIı1to deseratur Deo”, for he adds “Qui hoc
negaverit? ””“ Does such sıgn of tatıon NOT that ugustine In

WaYy intends annıhnılate uman responsıbilıty ? The pomm must be,
ugustine continues, that PIaYy order that “ deserer1 Deo” should
ultımately NOT happen er all, 1S it NOT irue that nothıng happens, ıf
(10d 0€es not permıit it? He alone 15 the OIIC who 1S able mal In
bonum flectere voluntates, et lapsum PTONAaS Convertere, dırıgere In
<1b1 placıtum gressum  9$93. In other words, ugustine O0€Ss NOoTL SCCIN
xclude that CVCN in the CasSc of the primacy of STACC, the ıll In
ıtself ST1 plays role: the monks of Hadrumetum it 15 saıld that,
because of STACC and theır OW wiıll, they lıve ıfe of continence
(Wısdom The Victory In the struggle agamst SIN 1S o1ft of God,
.. 1sSto certamıne adıuvantiıs lıberum arbitrium ”>

Moreover, ugustine certamly elleve that (10d 1S able aCct
in the he.  Z of uman beings, but he dıd nNOoTt beheve that (G0d dıd S! by
INCAanlls of physıcal force: “ Intus egıt, corda tenuılt, corda moOVvIıt, COSQUC
voluntatıbus COTUM, YUaS 1pse In iıllıs est, traxıt”” 26 When ONEC

carefully 00 al the verbs, OMNC SGG6S that the verbs sed typıcal of
the WaY in which Augustine describes grace’s actıvıty FMOVETE, Ira-
here, Invıtare eic They also verbs that refer ne’s  ? psychologıical
experlience. One gets the impress10n that Dy the UuUsc of such verbs
Augustine that (G0d takes the uman being AdS h1is creature
ser10usly. When ıng into ACCOUNT ese verbs, ONEC mMust admıt that
Augustine’s pomn 15 that OMNC Can only be nvıted ıf ne.s 11l 1S stil] in
SOTIIC actıve and In SOINC still has role play

Further, far Can SCC, Augustine DaVC the iıdea of
merı1ıta. In the works the monks, he speaks explıcıtly of merits. He
CVCIN 0€Ss In CONTEXTIS where he 1S actıvely defending hıs VIEWS
orace”‘. Of COUISC, the inıtlatıve 1S taken Dy God, but, HCcE g1ven, OUT

De ONO perseverantıae 69 1, 45, 000
903 De dono perseverantıae D12. 4 $ 1000

De gratia el libero arbıtrıo E 44, 886 “Quı1bus autem NON est datum,
auft nolunt, aut NON ımplent quod volunt; quıbus autem datum esL, S1IC volunt ut
impleant quod volunt. ltaque, uft hocC verbum, quod 1910)8! abh omnıbus capıtur, ab
alıquıbus caplatur, De1l donum esSt, el iıhberum arbıtrıum.”

De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 499 449 S87
De correptione el gratia 14,45, CS 9 5 SIN
De gratia el lihero arbıtrio 1’17 447 S81 “ Propter COS quı hominıs lıberum

arbıtrıum SIC praedıcant defendunt, ut De1l gratiam quUa VOCAaINUuT ad Ceu ef \9(0X
tr1s malıs meri1t1is lıberamur, eit PCT quam hona merıta COMPATAMUS quıbus ad vitam
perven1amus aeternam, NCDATC audeant el CONeNnNTuUur auferre, mu 1am dısserulmus,
lıtter1sque mandavımus, quantum nobıs OMINUSs donare dıgnatus est.  27
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* merıiıta ona incipilunt ”?®, Once Justiıfıed, the Just ONMNC lıves fide
hıs that he ÖT che aCTS only al eas of the tiıme DEr
dılectionem. hıs lıtfestyle esults in eıng awarded eternal ıfe by
G0d accordıng nNne s  ? deeds??. the Salmllec tiıme, Augustine
claım that OUT meriıts g1ifts of God1%, but thıs 0€Ss NOTt INCAall that
OUT free 111 1S destroyed!®*. It only that thıs 111 needs the
help of ..  He sıne voluntatı e1Ius iubeatur  ”102. But, al the
SAamnllc time, thıs be such ..  ut proprıiam perderent volun-

TIhe ex{i element 1C further complıcates the ole affaır 18
the fact that, the ONEC hand, the mortificatıon of the works of the
esh 15 consıdered be gıft of God, but that thıs the idea 15
ımmediately that “ex1g1tur nobıs proposıto praem10
vıitae . According Augustine, the meanıng of thıs 15 clear: mMust
mort1fy the ee: of the flesh and yel, al the SadlIlle tiıme, ıt 1S G0od who
works wıthın genera OUT abılıty 18 do this104 Iraces of Paulıne
thınkıng obvıously present ere Augustine dıd nNOoTt consıder the
preachıing of predestinatiıon hındrance ne’s moral lıfe On the
CONTrarY, he eineve that ıt actually helped people In theır SITUg-
gles*®, For Augustine and ere he ave een ConNnvınced
that he Was followıng both the tradıtıon (esp Cyprian, Ambrose, and
Gregory Nazıanzus) and crıpture 106 the behef that

0® CT De gratia el lıbero arbıtrıo 6.13, 44, 889 ‘“ Sed plane Cu data fuer1t,
incıpıunt SSC et1am merıta NOsIra bona, PCTI ıllam tamen A 6,14, 4 C} 8O() *Ista
utique 1am meriıta SUa bona COMMEMOTA! (=Paul; reference 'Tım. 4,6-7); pOst
bona meriıta CONSECQUaALUT COTONAM, quı pOsStL meriıta mala CONSECULUS est gratiam. ”

De gratia el liıhero arbıtrıo 7, 18 44’ 892 .  E istam fıdem qua 1ustus
ViVvIit, ıd SSL.; JUaC PCI dılectionem operaltur, ut reddat el Deus vıtam aetemam I1-
dum D 1US.  27

De gratia el lihero arbıtrıo 8,20, 44, 83
101 Qır De gratia el Ilıhero arbıtrıo 4,8, 44’ RX Neque Nım praecıperentur,

nıs1ı homo haberet propriam voluntatem, ua dıvinıs praecept1s obediret. ” 10:22:
44, 894 “Jtaque, Tatres, debetis quıdem PCI lıberum arbıtrıum NON facere mala,
facere bona

102 De gratia el lıbero arbıtrıo 4,9, 447 88 /
103 De gratia el lihbero arbıtrıo 512 44, A0

De praedestinatione SANCLIOrUM LLZZ. 44’ 976 “ Ideo nNnım haec nobıs
praec1ıpluntur, el dona De1 N monstrantur, uft iıntellıgatur quod el NOS facımus, ef
eus facıt ut ılla facıamus. ”

105 De ONO perseverantıae 17,41, 019 “ Non solum CIRO praedıcatıone
praedestinat1on1s abh hOocC D' 910)81 impeditur, el ad hoc adıuvatur, uft CUu gl0-
rlatur, In Domino glorietur. ”

106 And ONMNC must admıt, that Augustine 1s VE confıdent that he 18 right °° HOC
SCIO, nemınem Conftra i1istam praedestinatiıonem, quUam secundum Scrıpturas sancftas
defendımus, N1ıS1 errando dısputare potu1sse. ; De dono perseverantıae 19.48, 43,
023
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precedes OUT meriıts 0€Ss not contradıct the fact that mMust be COIN-

tinually xhorted ulfıl! precepts!*”. What Augustine fre-
quently seemed 18 fear Was that people WOU egın attrıDute 18
themselves the g00d thıngs they dıd ıf ıt they had een —

plished by themselves alone1%
Because of the ımportance of ideas lıke ° fln Deı1’”, “ carıtas

De1”, and the role of Christ, bıt hesıtant Ou the claım that
Augustine eIi1eve| that (G0d predestines sin1© In Rom 9,18
°°(’u1us vult miseretur, el qUuUCIM vult obdurat autem secundum 1ud1-
cıum ”, the obdurare 15 Ways interpreted eıther God permits (per
mittere) that OMC 1S educed mala e1us merıta ’110, ASs (G0d hardens
through hıs Just judgement CVCI d Pharach hardens hımself by hıs OW
free Wlllll proo that God, in hıs perfectly rıghteous Jjudgement,
“dıgna retribuens  ”112, because of the ““praecedentibus meri1t1is

ccordıng 18 Kraus!!*, (G0d should bring OU: SINS. In order
thıs, he refers {O De gratia el lıhbero arbitrio\>: “Quomodo dixerıit

OMINUS U1C homiını maledıcere aVl' qu1s sapıens et intellıget? Non
enım ubendo dıxıt. ubı oboedientia laudaretur: sed quod e1us volun-

propri10 VIt1O SUOoO malam In hoc 1ud1c10 SUO 1usto eft
occulto inclinavıt. ” Only the words ıtalıcs quoted Dy Kraus.

107 CT. De ONO perseverantıae 19,49, 45, 023 “ Unde D chiect1
excellentissimı dıyınorum eloquı10rum, et gratiam De1l n siıcut praedıcanda esT.
praedıcarunt, ıd SS QUamı nulla merita humana praecedunt; ei ad facıenda dıvına
praecepla instanter hortatı SUntT, ut quı haberent donum obedientl1ae, quıbus 1USSIS
obediendum essel, audırent. ” On thıs chapter, SCC HENE, Sur du De
dono perseverantiae ” Cap XIX, 49), In RFA (1960) 3(0)9-313

10X De gratia el libero arbıitrio 92 44, 804 ° Non en1ım, qula dixıt eus est
Nnım quı in vobıs el velle el operarlı, PTIO bona voluntate (Phıl 2.:13), 1ideo
lıberum arbıtrıum abstulısse putandus est Quod S1 ıta SS|  n NON super1us dixisset:
(um timore el tremorTe vestram 1psorum alutem operamını (Phıl 2423 Quando
Nım i1ubetur ut operen(ur, ıberum convenıtur arbıtrıum: sed ideo CUu timore
el tremorTe, s1bı trıbuendo quod bene OoOperantur, de boniıs (anquam SU1s extollantur
oper1ıbus

109 GLIARI, The ole of Chriıst and the Church INn the Light of Augustine s
Theory of Predestination, in EIL 79 (2003) 34 /-364 U that, from systematıc
theologıcal pomnt of VIEW., because of the predestinatıon, Christ longer play
decıisiıve role in the salvatıon hıstory.

110 De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 23:45; 44’ 0-9
111 De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıio 23.45; 44, also, PIZZOLATO,e

duramento del del Aaraone: Ira Gregorio dı Nıissa 20stinoO, In Augustint-
ANUM 35 (1995) 8114525

112 De praedestinatione SANCLIOrUM 6.14. 44, 972
115 De dono perseverantıae 14.2235, 4 5 1007: cf. also Opus imperfectum 1L141,

(B 8301 160
114 Vorherbestimmung,
115 44, 906
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In reDutta thıs posıtıon, it should be NOTE!| that Augustine
speaks of “voluntas mala propri10 SUO  27 Furthermore, in the Samnle

conftext, Augustine STates “ Nec tacıta SSt. CU el OMINUS 1Sto
modo dixerıt maledıcere Davıd, hoc est COT e1Ius malum in hoc a_
iu  = 1serıt vel diımiıserıt. ” Obvıously, in Augustine’s VIEW, the S
basıs of thıs evıl actıon 15 the evıl free 1ll of em1 The muttere 1S
weakened by the dımuittere, eature1 indıcate desıre

Augustine s weaken the radıcally StıTONZ posıtıon, (8011181 in
crıpture. Augustine s consıstent posıtion 15 that eIr l 15 already
evıl.

The Samnle Can be saıld Ou another (exti quoted by Kraus, De
gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 21.430 ‘ Manıfestatur, operarı Deum in
cordıbus homınıbus Aad inclinandas voluntates UOCUMIGYUC
voluerit, SIVve ad ONO PTro SUa m1ser1ıcordila, S1Ve ad mala PTO merit1s
COTUM, 1Ud1C10 ut1que SUO alıquando peTTO, alıquando Oocculto, SCI11-

PCI 1usto. ” galn, oftfe that Kraus only quoted the words in
ıtalıcs, but ONC mMust mM1 that the of the evıl 15 prerequl1-
site1!/ The TeXT explıcıtly refers evıl eel (ad mala DFO meriıtis
eorum), oOpposed (misericordia Sud). It 1S clear that
(G0d makes uUsc of the evıl wiıll, noTt that he makes all evıl.

In passıng, it 1S Oorth mentionıng that the Hadrumetum
dossıer, especılally ıth regar the role played thereın by the ©
15 in INan y SCNSCS unique**®. Several dAdIc sed only in diıscussiıons
° entre doctes theologıens: Jamaıs saınt ugustın n a traıte, dans
catechese, nı ans predicatıon pastorale des per1copes bıblıques quı
font "objet des presentes. Les ecrıts dUX mo1nes
d’Adru sont dossier partıculıer SUT suJjet theolog1que
donn  2119 In er words, Augustine W as speakıng colleagues, noTt

the al In general

Harsh predestination ” Versus love

Augustıine W as posthumously awarded the honorary tıtles of
both Doctor gratiae and Doctor carıtatiıs. hıs CONCEITIN for love alsoO

116 447 909
117 It mMust be underlıned that the quoted TOM Scripture, in De gratia el

lıhbero arbıtrıo 21:42. 44! 907-909, speak of actıvıty of God, resulting In vıl
deeds of human beings.

11X A LA BONNARDIERE, Quelques VFEMAFTQUES SUr les Citations scrıpturaires
du De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrio, in RFA (1963) TI

119 LA BONNARDIERE, d
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plays role In the works AI consıdering ere Especı1ally In De
gratia el lıhbero arbıitrio, Augustine collected Impress1ıve dossıier
of 1Ca 1C refer clearly and ırectly (8 love for

the mpetus for both OUT love for hım and OUT love for others120
We love because WEeIC OVve first!21 What else, Augustine asks,
1S the desire for the g00d than love that from God122 hrough
Jesus Chriıst ın whom thıs love 1S present In ıfs ullest and purest
form 2125 Indeed, who OVvVe the weak INOTEC than rıst, the OMNC who
who W as made weak and ecrucıthed for all®? 124 very hought 28il of
human beings Can only be qualified honum ıf ıt has een one In
love. hıs 18 proved Dy Scripture (as ell by the martyrs)'®>. Even
here, however, Augustine ll add that they ATC meanıngless ıf
human beings longer PDOSSCSS free will!26 TIrUe, ıt 15 In human
nature’s potential 18 belleve and love, but ese Can only be SCH-
umely possessed result of the gıft of grace!?/, In Augustine’s
perception, thıs 1Ss ıt should be f ONMNC has the opportunıity
choose eıther for hıs OW free 11l for 111 under 9 OIlC
WOU be fool choose for the former 128 Truly Just aCct0ns AICcC

only ose act10ns 1C AL one ıth and In love (cum dıilectione,
U delectatione ıustitiae). IThe result 1S descr1bed sweeliness,

120 dee, De gratia ef lihbero arbıtrıo T10, 44’ S91; 1753 44? 901:;
17,34, 44, 902

121 De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıo 18,38, 4 E 904 “ Nemo CIgO VOS allat, fratres
me1 quıa NOS NON dılıgeremus Deum, NIs1ı 1105 pr10r 1pse dılıgeret. Gratıia NOS
facıt leg1s diılectores... ”: Opus imperfectum LISE. UNFF * (jratia
quıppe homınem praevenıt, ut dılıgat Deum, quı delectatione bona Quod el
lohannes apostolus apertissıme ostendit, ubı aılt "Nos dılıgamus, quon1am pr10r
dılexıt NOSsS 4,19) Non CTZO dılıgamur, qula dıleximus, sed qu1a cAlectı U
dılıgamus. ”

72 C’ontra duas epistulas pelagianorum ET CSEL 6 C 4872 “Quı1d est nNnım
bon1ı cupıdıtas 181 carıtas, de qua oNannes apostolus sıne ambıguitate loquıtur
dıcens: Carıtas Deo est (1Jh 4O TE cf. also, De dono perseverantıae
2156 43, 028; Opus ımperfectum 1,95, GSEL SOl 110: ’  s GSEL 85}

266, eicCc
123 De correptione el gratia 1.15. SEL 9 E 735
124 De correptione el gratia 16,49, CSEL 92, 280
125 See De gratia el lıhero arbıtrio 1733 449 901
126 De gratia el lıhbero arbhıtrıo 18,37, 44, 903 ° Haec Oomnı1a praecepfta

dılection1s, 1d est charıtatıs, JUaAC eit talıa sun(t, ut qu1dquıd putaverıt homo
facere bene. S1 fıat Ssıne charıtate, nullo modo f1at bene:;: haec CISO praecepta
charıtatıs inanıter darentur homiıinıbus, 11O  ; habentibus lıberum voluntatıs Tb1-
trıum.

127 De praedestinatione SANCLIOFUM 5:10. 44, 968® ° Proinde 107 habere
fıdem, SsıCcut L0) habere charıtatem, naturae est hommınum : habere autem fidem
quemadmodum habere charıtatem, oratiae est fiıdelium. ”

12 (T De praedestinatione SANCLIOrUM 11276 4 E 976
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happıness, Suavıtas12? Because of thıs love, the SArCIna Christi all
be 1g one1>9 Irue love 15 love 16 1N' ıts or121n In God, 1t
15 love gıven by (G0d hrough grace !! God in OUT hearts in
order en! love. He has commıtted hımself bringing ıt
completion hrough continual cooperatıon ıth Because of theır
love for God, the Just of the Old lTestament COU beheve that Jesus
Christ W ds the ONeEe to come!>2. Ihe ole content of the Law Can be
summarızed In the fulfilmment of the commendment love (G0d
and love ONEC another!> hıs love makes the dıfference between
aCTIs one In faıth and ose one for other, ess-authentic mot1iva-
t10nNs. It supersedes owledge: malus est donum charıtas
YJUam sclentia

Such love changes peoples lıves. Thıs Was certamly the Casec for
Augustine. The sıgn irumnt that people had experienced love,
Augustine argued, 15 that they transformed into magnı amatores’”
of God He neglected preach thıs truth!> In hıstory, INanYy
examples be OUN! of people who confessed that hat they WCIC,
dıd, CHCVE W as the result of love. One MAaYy thınk ere NOT
only of Paul, but In fact of the general INCSSaLC of MOST of the nhrıst-
lan crıptures. Only if people ave experienced overwhelmmng
goodness, ıll they be able recognıze eır OW weakness and SIN-
ulness. In theır weakness, people ave experienced 9
posıtion that, accordıng Augustine, Was are: Dy the monks of
Marseille!>®. He then concludes that God has foreseen (praescCiLvIt) that
ıf Was g00d for Hım g1ve ese gılts those who eing called!>”.
In thıs regard, thınk it 15 extremely mportant STITESS that, In De COT-

reptione el gratia, In Onftext where he 1S speakıng Oou saınts, who,
Dy “nature , EXpecie PECISCVCIC, ugustine explıcıtly asks the

129 See De correptione el gratia 295 CSEL 92, 2215222° De gratia el liıhero
arbıitrio 16.33 449 901

130 Ihıd.
131 ( * De gratia el Ilıhbero arbıtrio 183 44’ 903-904
1372 De gratia el liıhbero arbıtrıo 13.,25 44, 896
133 De gratia el lihero arbıtrıo T7:341.; 449
134 De gratia el lıhbero arbhıtrıo 19,40, 44, 905
135 De dono perseverantıae 21:506: 45, 1028 ‘Quon1am charıtas A 1DSO est

sıcut diıxerunt UUOS fecıt NO
55 S, ON solum ama(tores, et1am praedıicatores

136 De dono perseverantıiae 2156 45 028 *Inter inıt1um autem fıde1
perfectıonem perseverantlae, media sunt ılla, quıbus recte VIVIMUS, QuaC 1ps1 et1am
donarı nobıs Deo fıde impetrante consentiunt. ”

137 De dono perseverantıae ZEDO: 44’ 1028 ” Haec autem omn1a, inıt1um
scılıcet fıdel, ei Caeferaq in finem dona 5Uuaqa, eus largıturum vocatıs Suls SSC

praesc1viıt”.
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followıing: Who aIMNON£ al ares 0aSs that he belongs the
predestined? !°® Once agaln, the theme of umuilıty 15 implıicıtly intro-
duced!”

Finally, ote Augustine s CONCETN that CVOENn the rebuke of SIN-
CIS 1S always one ıth and In love, Iiru gıft of the Spirit'“® Pre-
cısely because of the fact that ONEC knows who ll be saved,
OMNC mMust PraYy for the ebuked OIMNC that he l be saved!*!. for,
Augustine continued, OUT hearts mMust be changed by love In order
CVCcCn wısh that all ıll be saved!*2

In the discussıon about the sStatus of the trTeedom of the 11l In
Augustine’s theologıca. schema, ıt 1S mportant N i that the ° func-
tiıonıng ” of thıs free l 15 ınternally elated the of love:
the all must be ardentissima, UulLY inflamed and empowered Dy
dıvıne love. There 1S, it WEeTIC, identification of charıty and,
such, of voluntas ardentissima\‘ As W das saıd above, love 1S gıft
of God ıthout the exIistence of OUT free wiıll, however, ıt 15 of
real value. One 15 only enabled obey G0d truly and ıth SIN-
CereLYy when love 1S involved1+*4

cHarsh predestination”’ Versus Draver

One of the surprısıng thıngs in Augustine’s works that
1recitie. 18 the monks 1S the prıde of place gıven the Oratıo
fidelium. Accordiıng Vinel!®, references it are, ıth ONEC

138 De correptione el gratia 13,40, CSEL 9 ‚ 268 ““QuI1s Nnım multitudine
fiıdel1um, quamdıu ın hac mortalıtate ulultur, In UMNeCTIO praedestinatorum SSC
praesumat”

139 Commentators SCCIH forget that boastıng 18 NOTL apprecıated In Scripture;
SC In thıs regard, De correptione el gratia &L7 (NBE 92, 238 Ihe cCommend
DIaYy for PEISCVEICNCE reveals that need ıt and that G0d 15 wıllıng g1ve ıt: SCC,
INn thıs regard, De dono perseverantıae 27’ 45, 996 4;0 homo, NON uverborum [UO-

tantum, et1am coglıtatıonum test1is est Deus S1 alıquıd diuite
ueracıter fidelıter DOSCIS; ah ıllo, A qUO pOSCIS, accıpere crede quod pOoscCIs. ”140 De correptione el gratia 697 CSEL 9 C} 221 9,25, CSEL 92, 249; 15,46-
4 E} CSEL 92, UT

141 De correptione el gratia 14,43, O(SBL 92, 2ID * Sub sto CTZO incerto
carıtate adhıbenda est CUI1US exX1itus 1gnoratur, efi PTO iıllo CUu1 adhıbetur orandum est
Sanetur.

1472 De correptione el gratia 15,46, CSEL 92, 276
145 ( De gratia el libero arbıtrio 1 /:33: 447 901

De dono perseverantıae 16.41. 4 9 1018 .  x charıtatem, qUa uUuNnNO Deo
veracıter ef suavıter oboeditur”.

145 INEL, Le 0  Te de la liturgie dans la reflexion doctrinale de saınt Augustin
CONLre les Pelagiens, Louvaın-la-Neuve, 1986 (unpublıshed doctoral dıssertation),
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excepthOonN ! only found in thıs OCUVIEC Augustine 15 convınced that
the inıtium fidei 15 gıft of God, nNOoTt from uman beings. hıs 1 made
plaın in the of Paul’s conversion!*/. On the er hand, Prayer 15
suggested AaSs for acquırıng better understandıng of the
complex relatiıonshıp between and free will!et8 It 15 also
for gamıng better nsıght into the ySterYy of predestinatıon, both
from the posıtiıon of the discıple and from that of the teacher!*?
Indeed, PTayCI 18 consıdered be the Ng medium for all oOse who
seek understand (G0d ll g1ve them all the understandıng that they
requıre 150 Of COUITSC, because PIaycCI 15 elated 110 al only Ose
who ave een gıfted ıth faıth all be inchned PTraYy for the
empowerme do hat 15 requıred of them*>1

We ordered DIaYy in order that the “nolentes’” all be
made “volentes”. Augustine also that, In such CasSC, the al
of OSse who praYy, °° De1 praevenıt gratiam  ”152. The order DIaYy for
others makes clear that faıth 0O€Ss NOoTt completely depend uDON ne s  7
OW free will!>> should be exhorted Pray for OUT CMNNC-

mıies, 1f (G0d W ds NOTt able and wıllıng CONVeTrT them ?}!>* When the
al PIaY, they DIaYy in order that eIr OW faıth IMaYy STOW and
that of the unbelievers INaYy begın become reality  155_ Such PraycIr

(at eas partıal) recognıtion of the wıll weakness and

146 Opus imperfectum V1,41, 45, 606
147 Cr De praedestinatione SancLiorum 2,3-4, 44, 963
14% De gratia el lıbero arbıtrıo 1'71’ 44! 881 ““Qu1dquid est autem YJUO

pervenıre nondum potest vestrae ment1is intent10, inter VOS ef charıtatem SCTI-
vantes, Domino uft intellıgatıs orate  97

149 (T De praedestinatione SaNncLIorum 1»9 44, 961
150 C De gratia el lıhero arbıtrio 24.,46, 449 0172
151 De gratia el lihero arbıtrio 14,28, 449 8908
152 De praedestinatione SANCLIOrUM O43 44, 90”71-9772 "SAaıt 1 NON facıt

volentes nolentibus Deus, utquıd Orat Ecclesia secundum praeceptum Domuinı PTO
persecutor1ibus Ssu1s’” Quı1d CISO Talnllus PIO nolentibus credere, n1ıs1ı uft eus in
ıllıs el velle? Orat PTO ON credentibus, quı1d, n1ıS1 ut credant? 1
CIQO fıdes orantıum De1l praevenıt gratiam, numquıd OTU: fıdes, PTO quıbus Oratur ut
credant, De1i praevenıt gratiam ”

153 De gratia ef lıhbero arbıtriıo 14,29, 449 8R ' Nam S1 fıdes lıber1 est tan-
ummodo arbıtrıl, CC datur Deo, propter quıd PTO e1s quı nolunt credere, Tamnus
credant? 55

154 De ONO perseverantıae 22,60, 4 % S ° Deus nNnım quı Omnıa
UUaC praedestinauıit iımpleuıt, 1ıdeo el PTO INIMICIS €e1 1OS uoluıt: hınc intel-
lıgeremus, quod ıpse et1am infıdelibus donet uft credant, el uolentes nolentibus
facıat. ”

155 De praedestinatione SANCLIOTrUM 11,22: 44, 976 “ Rogant credentes, ut <1bı
fıdes:; rogant PTO 1ON credent1ibus, ut e1s donetur fides”; cf. also 14,27,

44! 981; De correptione el gratia 239 CNBE 92, 24° 3759 CSEL 92, Z 223
De dono perseverantıae TI 45, 002
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insufficC1IenNCy. But ıt also contaıns StTrOoNg behef that (G0d ıll g1ve
the prayıngz ONEC the not be led into temptation‘>®, We
ulfil! the requırements, ıf want, but SINCEe the ıll 15 prepared by
the ord TOV 8,35 LAX); mMust ask hım ..  ut tantum velımus,
quantum SUTTI1IC1I ut volendo facıamus  ”157_ When people do not do the
g00d expected,; do nOTt do ıt ıth love, Augustine admoniıshes them

PIaYy in order that they m1g recelve hat they do 197011 yel have!>8
Rebuke 1S consıdered be invıtatıon the sıinner PIaYy in order
that hıs love, ıth mercıful help, all STOW and that, in the
end, he finally 0€eSs hat 1S expected*>?. It 1S ımportant admonısh,
teach, CX  (0) increase, but such actıvıtles aAIic only useful when
accompanıed Dy PIaycCI the OIlC who Q1Vves al] ese things!®%. When
people thank God for the faıth of er people, they do because
they belıeve that thıs al IS. from ıts V begiınnıng, also gıft of
God161 God PICDAICS OUT hearts In order that do NOTt hear the
Gospel In aın but that converted and believe!  62  A The SaJamıe

arguments Can also be OUnN! In De ONO perseverantıae. One has
DIaYy In order recelve the gıft of DETISCVCIANCC, and, when thıs 1S
done, ıt Can be looked for expectantly  163. gaın, the Church in
order that the unbehevers INaYy belıeve, and that behevers miıght PDCI-
severe 164 God, from whom COMNC both and charıty, 15 Iso the
o1ver of al Augustine agaın repeats that thıs 15 the 1CasSsOMN why
PraYy God NOT only that al May be increased In those who POS-
SCSS 1t, but al0 that ıt MaYy be gıven {O those who do 19(0)1 yel POSSCSS
lt165 15 the Church’s task DIaAYy that OSse who AIc nNnOoTt yvel called
m1g be called AD thıs Augustine adds interesting ldea; COU ıf

156 De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 4,9, 44, 887 13:26i 447 8O’'/ (here,
Augustine combines PIayCI for forgıveness and Praycr for strength); 24.,46, 447
0172

157 De gratia el lıhero arbıtriıo 16:32: 44’ 900
158 De correptione el gratia 27a CSEL 92, BTA
159 De correptione el gratia S CSEL 92, 274
160 De correptione el gratia 27a CSEL 92, DD
161 De praedestinatione SANCLIOTrUM 19,39, 44! 089
162 De praedestinatione SANCIOTrUM 19,39, 447 989 °° Deus ıgıtur in

cordıbus homınum, vocatıone ılla secundum proposıtum SUUM, de quUa multum locutı
UuS, ut NON inanıter audıant Evangelıum, sed audıto CONvertantur credant .
eCause of the first part of the ntence, the sed, the audıto, thınk that CONVer-
fantur 18 be understood reflexive and NOT passıve.

163 De dono perseverantıae IL3 4 % 996 HN alıquıid tanto dıvıte veracıter
fiıdelıter pOSCIS, ab ıllo, qUO pOSCIS, accıpere crede quod DOSCIS. ”

De dono perseverantıae .15 4 5 002 °Orat (Ecclesı1a), ut incredulı
credant: eus CISO cConvertit ad i1ıdem Örat, ut credentes perseverent: Deus CI SO
donat persevera.ntiam qu' in finem. ”

165 De dono perseverantıae EL 45 021
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nOoTt be that oOSse who aATIc predestined AT predestined in such WdYy
that they eed OUT PIrayCIS ıIn order recelve the by 1e they
COMMC be numbered the elect? 166 TIhe fact that God knows
hat eed 15 NOTt argument for nOTt (at eas nNOoTt wıthout CONVIC-
t1on) praying  167_ galn, Augustine states that OUT praycr PIOVCS that
(G0d 15 able change ne s  y A he  Z and help the saınt persevere!°®,
ell 4S that (OQUT praycer has role play In the PTOCCSS of and
predestinatıon. In 1g of the STITESS Praycl, ıt should be surprise
that Augustine en! h1ıs work and free 11l ıth the request
that the monks of Hadrumetum chould PIaYy for hım ..  ut te  T
ef pıe ei 1uste uluamus in hoc saeculo, CX  es 1lam beatam
SPCHN, ei manıfestationem domiını el saluatorıs nostrı lesu stl, CUul
est honor eit glorı1a el ICSNUM CUu aire el pırıtu ancto In saecula
saeculorum

ome concluding remarks

In opınıon, Kraus rıghtly pomnted Ouf that Augustine s
VIEWS be understood wıthout reference 18 God almıghty.
In that God 0€es hat he in heaven and earth, he
0€Ss ıt when he ıt, and human 11l Can resist will!/9
Augustine EVCIN adds that God O0€Ss hat he wants “de 1DS1S homınum
voluntatibus  AA and that SIN ıll be one °° n1s1ı voluntas Dei”’1
Augustine W as cConNvınced that ıth such posıtıon he W as in lıne ıth
crıpture. For example: Augustine understands the of Saul
eacC that (G0d 15 able influence uman beings’ actı1ons. He quotes
from Sam 0,25-27/ “Et diımisıt Samuel populum, el abılt

166 De dono perseverantıae 22.60. 4 E 1029 Hf S1 quı Sunt nondum vocatl,
PTO e1s ut VOCENTLUr oremus ? Fortassıs nım S1IC praedestinatı SUnNLT, ut nostrıs OTa-

tiıonıbus concedantur, ei accıpılant eamdem gratiam, qua velınt effic1antur
elect1.

16 / De dono perseverantıae 16,39, 44’ 1047 * Ha CUu COonNnstet alıa Deum,
danda et1am 1910)8! orantıbus, sıcut inıt1um 1del, alıa nonn1ıs1ı orantıbus PTaCDATASSC,
sıcut qu ın finem perseverantıam, profecto quı 1PSO hanc habere r
ON OTat ut habeat. ”

168 De dono perseverantıae 2063 141
169 De gratia el lıhero arbıtrıo 24.46, 44, 912
1/0 De correptione el gratia 14.43. CSEL 9 9 DE “ Non est ıtaque dubıtandum,

voluntatı De1l, quı In coelo ei ıIn terra Oomn1a QJUACCUMIYUC voluıt fecıt, eit quı et1am 1la
JUaC futura SUnt fecıt, humanas voluntates NON Ö: resistere, quomi1nus facıat 1pse
quod vult.  97

171 Ihıdem.
ED De praedestinatione Sanctorum 16.33. 4 $ 084
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uUunusquısque in locum SUUM; ei Saul 11 In domum SUam In Gabaa:
ef ablerunt QUOFUM tetigıt OMINUS corda Cu Saule  297
Whenever ONe checks the “shockıng” in Augustine, ONEe has

admıt that crıpture 15 sed basis!/> One Caln diıscuss whether
Augustine always correctly interpreted crıpture but al the Samnle tıme,
OINC must that crıpture ıtself 18 NOoTt unproblematıc! 1 /4

According Kraus, Augustine eft the Western tradıtıon when
emphasızıng that precedes the free ıll Augustine WOUu dıs-

ıth such criti1que. Indeed, In the Retractationes, when COM-

menting Sımplicianum, Augustine first quoted Cor A
*Quı1d es quod 1970)81 accepist1? 1 autem accepIstl, quıd glo-
rarıs quası ON acceperıs ? ” and then explıcıtly efered the of
Cyprıian  S, Ouirınum 35 “Quod volens et1am ITyT Cyprianus
ostendere, hoc otum 1DSO tiıtulo definıvıt diıcens: In nu glor1ıandum,
quando NOostrum nı sit’”’1> mong the quoted by yprıan in
order explaın thıs ıtle, ONEC ıll find, 1ıke In Augustine, COr

In er words, Augustine Was Convınced and not wıthout
SOMNC ICAasSon that he ollowe the TICAN lıne of eology dS PIC-
sented by yprıan

Further, suggest that much of hat Augustine saıd predes-
tinatıon, 15 saıd monks, those who had already experienced
od’s overwhelmıng and recognızed thıs In all umulıty, OT, ıf
they had een yel recogn1ze 1t, mMust be warned NOl 118 rely them-
selves. At the end of De ONO perseverantıae 241550 nspıred by the
virtue of umilıty, Augustine as h1ıs readers nNnoTt follow hım In
al] hıs 1deas, unless they oOun: h1ıs posıtion compelling‘/®. He eferred

173 De correptione el gratia 14,45, CL, 92,
1/4 It SOCS wıthout sayıng that the reception of aul by Augustine 1$ atter of

debate., but, al the Sallılc tiıme, ON Must admıt that aul hımselve 1S NOTt always clear
On Paul’s reception Dy Augustine, SCC, ON others, FREDERIKSEN, aul and
Augustine: Narratıves, TINOdOX Iradıtions, and the Retrospective Self, in Journal of
I heological Studies, 3° (1986) 33  X On the reception of aul In the West before
Augustine, SCC STOWERS, Rereading 0) Romans: Justice, Jews, and Gentiles,
New Haven, 994

IN NSee CN D 10 thıs texti of Cyprıan 18 also referred in Contra duas
epistulas pelagianorum 1V49.25. BA 60, 552 In the broader CONTieEXT (1V,8,21-
1V92Z7),; Cyprıan 15 often quoted in favour of the doctrine of or1ıgınal SIN and
Other references thıs texfi found In De ONO perseverantıae 14,36, 45,
1015:; 17,43, 45i 1020; 19,48, 45 1023 De praedestinatione SANCLIOTrUM 3’77

4 E
176 ( GE 39 07
177 45,e
178 Quamvıs nemınem velım Q amplect1 Oomnıa INCA, ut SEquatur, nısı in 11S

in quıbus 19(0)8! CITASSC perspexerit. ”



PRED  El 303

hıs Retractationes In order make clear that he hımself repeatedly
had changed h1ıs mınd. He * Proficijenter eXxX1sSt1imo Deo M1-
serante SCI1pS1SSE, NOoN tamen perfectione CoepISse ”. Perfection 0€Ss
noft belong human beings: the claımıng of perfection 15 rather
sıgn of AITOSANCC than of truth Indeed, uman beings only hope
that they ave made in eIr ıfe such that al the end of that
ıfe perfection, noft punıshment ıll be given!”?, do thınk that thıs
posıtıon makes clear that Augustine W as williıng accept faır CT1-
t1ques, al least irom fellow monks. He could accept dısagreement and
suggested that In that Casc people must protect and love
each er and PraYy God 180

At thıs time, Augustine COUu NOoTt accept anı y form of ıf ıt
Was that had een gıven result of OUT efforts At the Samle

tiıme, the bıshop of 1ppO, CVENn In the works under diıscussıon, spoke
of merıta nNOSIra ONa ese meri1ts WEIC sımultaneously the result of

and OUT efforts (G0d always Q1Vves the abılıty PCTI-
form merI1t-carıng g00d works  181 The meriı1ts UTS and ONa
De1182 But, in the long Iu all all be the result of9 CVCI In CASC
of the saints!®> In er words, ıf the prımacy of Was protected,
Augustine COU aCcept the of ..  OUur  27 merits.

ave the impress1ion, that Augustine hımself Was AWAaTIC of the
“problematıc’ character of hIs predestinatiıon doctrine, but apparently
NOoTt of the dıfficulties OMNC ll be confronted ıth when systematızıng
ıt Near the end of De ONO perseverantıae, Augustine underlınes that
OMNC mMust not present the predestinatıon doectrine the people In the
WaY he has Just 1NıSNE: domg Ihe preacher must add somethıng
1ıke MO must hope for the gıft of PEISCVCIANCEC and Pray aıly for
it By oıng thıs, YOU INaYy tirust that yYOUu do belong the predestined,
for G0d hımself gran SVECNn OUT o1ıng of thıs” In er words, the
preacher’s IMNCSSaALC mMuSst be ONMNC of hope and SUuppoOTrtT, NOT ONMNC of
despair'®*. Moreover, Augustine 1S ell that thıs kınd of eaCcN-
ıng be understood Dy oOse who AIc sSlow al mınd weak in

179 ° Bonae quıppe spe1l est homo, S1 Ceu S1IC proficıentem dies ultımus vıtae
hu1lus invenerı1t, uft adııcı1antur e1 QqUaC proficientı defuerunt, ei perficıendus QUamn
punıendus pot1us judıcetur. ; De ONO perseverantıae 2435 45, 028

180 De gratia el lıhbero arbıtrıo 14 44, 881l
181 De gratia el lıhero arbhıtrıo 6.13:; 4 E RO
182 De gratia el lıhero arbıtriıo 6,13; 443 890 “Sl nım meriıta NnOsiIra S1IC intel-

lıgerent, ut et1am 1psa dona De1l SSC Cognoscerent, 9(0)8! esse'! reprobanda ista senten-
x 7, ME  27

183 De correptione el gratia 13.42. CSNEL 92, Aı
| 84 F De dono perseverantıae 2252 45, O0-1 cf. also hıs hesıtant

attıtude concerning the preaching of rejection in the prev10us chapter.
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faıth, but thıs 1S nOot matter of ıfe OT ex INOTEC mportant 1S that
they PAaY attention eIr PTayCIS that they INAaY persevere*®,

hıs 15 19(0)1 to SaYy that Augustine’s VIEWS In WdYy prob-
lematic!8® hıs 1S the Case when the fate of the unbaptızed chıildren 15
diıscussed. Augustine consıdered the baptısm of cCAN1ıladren
that cshows the magnanımıty of goodness all the faithful!®/,
but also accepte: that the unbaptızed WG sent fo hell One 0€Ss NnOTt
apprecı1ate the appeal of Augustine the fate of children N proo
for the TU of predestination*®®. The iıdea that G0d wants ShOw
hat human beings do ıth hıs help and hat they ıIn fact AIiIc
wıthout thıs help, that (G0d 1s LNOTC of than loviıng
father!® Especıially in the CasScC of infants, OMNC m1g ask hat kınd of
(10d 15 the ONEC who o€es noTt SAaVC children, especlally In the Casc
where it 1S the parents who in ongıng for theır baptism*”°. IS!
wıthın the CONTEXT of personal u and responsı1bıilıty, also
embarrasıng read that Augustine held that pOst lapsarıan human
free ıll suffices for evıl acfts, but 1S LOO weak for o1ng go0od acts1?!
Of COUTSC, human beings AIC capable of Z1vINZ faıth “usque ad
mortem  ”192. hat human prıde mMust be punıshe 15 ıdea that Can
be found In StO1C phılosophy. Still, the question remaılns: why mMust
G0d USsSe such draconıc In order realıze this!?>

It that several of the “ problematıc" pos1ıt1ons Can
be explaıned ıf PTODCI dıstıncection 15 made between the psycholog-
ical and metaphysıcal evVe On the psychological evel, Go0od 1S

185 (T De dono perseverantıae 23°05. 43, 031
186 CT ETZEL, Snares of Truth Augustine ree ıll and Predestination,

in ODARO LAWLESS Augustine and hLs Gritics. ESSays INn Honour of
Gerald Bonner, ondon-New York, 2000, 124-141, CS 126-130

187 De dono perseverantıae 1719 44, 1018 “Sed mirabılior el fidehbus eV1-
dentior largıtas bonitatıs De1 PSt: quod et1am parvulıs, quıbus obedientia 19(0)8| est ıllıus
gqetatıs ut detur. datur haec oratia. ”

1 8X De praedestinatione Sanctorum 12,.24, 44, De correptione el
gratia 5,18, CSEL 92, 230

189 De correptione el gratia 10,28, CSEL 92, 252-253; 1342° OCSEL 92,
24148 cf. also De dono perseverantıae I:123, 4 E}ü “Itaque M1SEeT1ICOT-
dıam 1US In hIis quı lıberantur, et verıtatem In hıs quı punıuntur, sıne dubıitatione
credamus: Uqu' inscrutabılıia scrutarı, aut ınvestigabılıa vestigare conemur. ” In
I1  ' OMNC has the impression that Augustine the ONEC hand asks accept the given
sıtuatıon such, the other hand, he invıtes NOTL C understand m cf. also
8,19, 45, 1003 Oluntate autem SUua cadıt, quı Cadıl; ei voluntate De1l stat, quı
stat.  27 See also 11,23: 43 51

190 De dono perseverantıae ILSE 4 E 101-
191 De correptione el gratia LLOE CSR 92, 256
192 De correptione el gratia 127285 SEL 9 E 262
193 De correptione el gratia SE CSEL 92, 264
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experienced lovıng God, who es the fırst inıt1atıve In the
rdo salutıs. At the SadiIlle tıme, h1ıs love 15 experienced invıta-
t10n to which people aIrec wiıllıng answeTl In posıtıve WadyY, sSımply
because ıt 1s xalted the path toward ultlımate happıness. On
metaphysıcal Eevel, cCogent reflection almıghtiness led
Augustine posıtion ın 1C freedom, love., and PIayCI
111e present AICc nevertheless underestimated. WOUuU suggest that
OMNC really Augustine s ideas when OIlC 15 wiıllıng respect
ıf NOT also accept) the paradoxıcal “ cohabıtation ” of dogmatıc ideas
and experienced spırıtualıty. If thıs eXCIsSEe has made clear that ne1-
ther A ogmatıc systematızatıon NOT P10US “spirıtualısatiıon ” do
Justice Augustine s posıt10ns, ıt has truly een ODUS prodigum.
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